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Previous long range acoustic experiments show that the Mid-Atlantic
Ridge, a major topographic feature rising to the deep sound channel axis,
can have a significant effect on SOFAR propagation. (R. J. Urick, J. Acoust.

Soc. Am. 35(9), 1413, 1963.) In order to quantify this effect, data have been
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Kjﬂ. (Continued)

analyzed from a recent SOFAR experiment that deployed SUS charges during
several transits across the Ridge. The signals were received on a hydrophone
located near Bermuda, a distance of approximately 2500 km. These results are
compared with data from Atlantic seamounts of similar height and ridges in
other oceans. (K. M. Guthrie, J. Acoust. Soc. Am., 68(S1), S52(A), 1980.) The
enhancement or shadowing of SOFAR propagation is presented as a function of
source depth and frequency for various geometries.
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The Effect of the Mid-Atlantic Ridge on
Long Range Sound Propagation

Introduction

Previous long range acoustic propagation experiments have shown that the
Mid-Atlantic Ridge, the major topographic feature in the Atlantic Ocean, can have
a significant blocking effect on SOFAR channel propagation. Here, we present an
analysis of data obtained from a long range acoustic propagation experiment where
the source tracks crossed back and forth over the Mid-Atlantic Ridge. Additionally,
these data are compared to those of similar experiments where the acoustic tracks
crossed seamounts and major bathymetric rises. Finally, some conclusions and
implications of the results are presented.
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Slide 1

Here we see data presented by Urick in 1963 for a propagation experiment
whose track crossed the Mid-Atlantic Ridge. The receiver was located at the sound
channel axis in the vicinity of Bermuda. Aircraft-deployed SUS charges were
detonated at the axis depth along a track extending from Bermuda, eastward,
passing over the Ridge at a range of 1800 nautical miles and continuing to a
maximum range of greater than 2500 nautical miles. In both octave bands shown,
there is an abrupt 20 to 30 dB decrease in adjusted received level after the Ridge is
encountered. This acoustic blockage is just one of the effects that the Ridge has on
propagation,

— Next slide, please, —
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Slide 2

In order to investigate the effects of the Ridge on propagation for near surface
sources, an acoustic experiment was conducted under summer conditions where the
source ship covered the tracks shown here. Track I ran eastward from Bermuda
some 1400 nautical miles crossing the peak of the Mid-Atlantic Ridge. From there,
three more traverses of the Ridge were made over tracks 1I, III, and IV. A major
bathymetric feature, the Rockaway Seamount, was encountered at about 600
nautical miles along track 1. Explosive sources at both 18-meter and 154-meter
depths were detonated at equal intervals over all tracks. The resulting signals were
received on a hydrophone in the Bermuda area located close to the deep sound
channel axis at a depth of approximately 1400 meters.
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Slide 3

Here we see the sound velocity structure and bathymetry along track I. The
dashed line indicates the axis of the deep sound channel while the X's depict the
critical depth along the track. Depth excess generally exists over most of the track
except notably at the Rockaway Seamount at 600 nautical miles and as the rise of

the Mid-Atlantic Ridge is encountered. In this summertime experiment, no surface
duct existed.
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We present our data as propagation loss curves as a function of range with the
corresponding bathymetry. The first results are for the 18 meter sources at both 100
Hz and 200 Hz along track I. For ease of presentation, the 200 Hz propagation loss
curve has a 5 dB offset of additional loss.

The first feature to note is the enhancement in received level of about 8 dB as
the Rockaway Seamount is encountered at about 600 nautical miles. This effect
appears to be about equal at both frequencies. Note also that the same value of
propagation loss had been observed at about 200 nautical miles or only one-third of
the way to the seamount.

The discontinuity in the loss curves after the seamount is due to a small gap in
the source track and not because of a shadowing effect.

Continuing in range from the Seamount, we start to see the effects of the
various peaks that comprise the ridge. It should be pointed out that the dashed lines
are extrapolations of normal propagation loss. The first prominence of the ridge to
have an enhancing effect is the peak at about 1200 nautical miles. Here the
enhancement is about 10 dB at 100 Hz while only about 5 dB at 200 Hz. As we
continue along in range, we see that the enhancement is indeed due to the individual
peaks (or on this scale the microstructure) of the ridge and not necessarily from the
general slope of the ridge. The maximum enhancement for 100 Hz is about 17 dB
and for 200 Hz is about 12 dB. Again, we should note that the loss experienced at
100 Hz at a range of 1300 nautical miles is the same as that experienced when the
source was at a range of only a little over 100 nautical miles. The start of the
shadowing effect as the peak of the ridge is passed is evident at the far right of the
figure.
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Slide 5

Her= we present the 25 Hz and 50 Hz data for the same track. The 50 Hz curve
is offset by an additional 5 dB of loss. Effects similar to the 100 Hz and 200 Hz data
are again noted at the Rockaway Seamount at 25 Hz and for both frequencies along
the rise to the Mid-Atlantic Ridge peak. The shadowing effect of the ridge peak can

also be seen.
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This figure is representative of tracks II, 111, and 1V. The 100 Hz curve is offset
by 20 dB of additional loss for ease of presentation. It can be seen here that
although both frequencies exhibit the enhancement features, the particular peaks
that affect enhancements may be different for each frequency. The peak in
bathymetry at approximately 1050 nautical miles has an obvious enhancement
effect on the 100 Hz values, but not nearly so for the 25 Hz values,

Some peaks affect both frequencies while others just affect one frequency or

the other.

The maximum enhancements observed here are of the same magnitude as those

for track-I and correspond to the loss experienced
only about 100 nautical miles.

when the source was at a range of

— Next slide, please. —

SIS eE Sy PN R A P WP

SEwie




TD 6555

TRACK |
PROPAGATION LOSS AND BATHYMETRY

- = = 18m SOURCE
e 154 m SOURCE

- 90 90
Q
2 100
@ -
[o]
- —110
2
5
g ~120
a
o —130
[ 4
a
140
1500 1500
MID ATLANTIC
RIDGE

—~ 3000 A~ BERMUDA — 3000
E RISE SEAMOUNT
X
[
[- 8
w
Q 4500 —14500

8000 1 [l 1

750 1000 1250 1500
RANGE (nmi)
Slide 7

Here is a comparison of the 18-meter source losses with those for the 154-meter
source. The solid line depicts the losses for the 154-meter source while the dashed
lines depict the propagation loss for the 18-meter source. Both 200 Hz values are
offset by an additional 10 dB of loss. The deeper source, although experiencing less
loss over most of the track, due to a better coupling with the channel, does not
exhibit as much enhancement as the shallow source does due to the bathymetric
features, namely the Rockaway Seamount and the Mid-Atlantic Ridge. No effect
due to Rockaway Seamount is noted at all for the deeper source while at 200 Hz, the
shailow source even exhibits a significantly higher received level in the ridge
enhanced region.
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Having observed the significant received signal enhancements due to the
bathymetric features of the Mid-Atlantic Ridge, we sought to compare our results
with those obtained by others for different bathymetric features. On the left is the
enhancement observed for our data for the Mid-Atlantic Ridge while on the right is
that observed by Koenigs et al. (NUSC TD 6523, 12 August 1981) for a track that
crossed the corner seamounts. Again, it should be noted that the enhancements
observed are of about the same magnitude and also seem highly dependent on the
slopes of the individual peaks or microstructure of the bathymetry. Note the dif-
ferent ranges for each data set.
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Here we see a side-by-side comparison of our data to Guthrie’s (that was
presented at the 1977 ASA meeting at Penn State) from an experiment whose track
encountered the Fiji Rise, which is similar to the continental slope.

Our data are for 100 Hz and covers the range interval 1000 to 1400 nautical
miles while the Guthrie data are for 63 Hz and covers the range interval 250 to 750
nautical miles. Note on the Guthrie data that the loss experienced at about 650
nautical miles are 10 dB less than that experienced with the source at a range of 250

miles. Again, the agreement between data sets is excellent with enhancements in
both cases being about 20 dB.

— Next slide, please. —
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SUMMARY

e RIDGE CAN HAVE SIGNIFICANT ENHANCEMENT AS WELL AS
SHADOW EFFECTS

e SLOPE, HEIGHT OF RIDGE, DEPTH AND FREQUENCY OF SOURCE
ARE IMPORTANT FACTORS

® GOOD AGREEMENT WITH SIMILAR MEASUREMENTS
e FACTOR IN AMBIENT NOISE

Slide 10

In summary, you have seen that the Mid-Atlantic Ridge can have significant
enhancement on received signals as well as the well known shadow effect.

The degree of enhancement is a function of both the slope and height of the
bathymetric prominences that comprise the ridge as well as being a function of the

frequency and depth of the source. Bottom loss, of course, also plays an important
role.

We have shown good agreement with the degree of enhancement noted for the

Mid-Atlantic Ridge measurements compared to both seamount and continental rise
or shelf affected measurements.

And finally, as pointed out by Wagstaff in a recent journal article, the con-
tribution to the deep ocean ambient noise levels may be influenced more by ships
transiting over distant bathymetric prominences than by nearby shipping itself.

— Slide off, please. —

Thank you. Are there any questions?

TD 6555

11712
Reverse Blank

O L LR Sy

e




' Initial Distribution List

NO. OF |
ADDRESSEE COPIES

NAVMAT (CAPT E. Young (MAT 0724))
NRL (A. Berman, Dr. K. M. Guthrie (Code 5160)
NOSC, San Diego (J. R. Lovett, Library)
NPS, Monterey (Prof. C. N. Mooers, Prof. H. Medwin, Library)
NORDA, NSTL Station (R. Martin, R. Lauer, R. R. Goodman)
ONR (G. R. Hamilton, L. E. Hargrove (Code 421))
DARPA (CAPT V. P. Simmons)
NAVSEASYSCOM (C. D. Smith (Code 63R), R. W. Farwell (Code 63RA))
r NUSC, Tudor Hill
COMNAVMARIANAS (CDR R. R. Miller)
University of Auckland (Prof. A. C. Kibblewhite)
Materials Research Laboratories (Dr. Daniel J. Whelan)
Deputy Adv. for Defence Science, Embassy of Australia (Dr. D. Wyllie)
Defence Scientific Establishment (Dr. Bert Olsson)
FWG (Dr. H.-G. Schneider)
Brown University, Dept. of Physics (Dr. Robert Beyer)
Catholic University of America, Dept. of Mechanical

Engineering (Dr. Robert J. Urick)
University of Houston, Cullen College of Engineering

(Dr. Bill D. Cook)
Royal Australian Navy Research Laboratory (Dr. Martin Lawrence)
Admiraltiy of Underwater Weapons Establishment (Dr. David E. Weston)
Instituto de Pesquisas da Marinha (CDR Carlos Parente)
Yale University, Dept. of Engineering and Applied Science (Dr. John G. Zornig)
University of Tennessee, Dept. of Physics (Dr. Mack A. Breazeale)
Georgetown University, Physics Department (Dr. Walter G. Mayer)
Case Western Reserve University (Dr. Ernest B. Yeager)
Scripps Institute (Dr. F. H. Fisher, Dr. W. H. Munk)
University of Rhode Island, Dept. of Physics (Dr. Stephan Letcher)
APL/University of Texas (Dr. L. Hampton)
University of Bath, School of Physics (Dr. H. O. Berktay)
Defence Research Establishment, Atlantic (Dr. H. M. Merklinger)
Defence Research Establishment, Pacific (Dr. Robert Chapman)
University Louis Pasteur (Prof. S. Candau)
Technical University of Denmark (Dr. Leif Bjorno)
Defence Research Centre, Salisbury (Dr. Dennis H. Brown)
Laboratorie De Acoustica Submarina (Dr. Jorge Novarini)
DTIC

Il e~ L

b bt et et bt bt et et D) e DD W WD DN N

—

PO N N s

DO et bt gt bt s ot b et ) bt Bt i et bt bt bt e

—







